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launched by the veteran on 24 November. From Liverpool to
Edinburgh with three speeches on the way; a week of Brobding-
nagian oratory in Midlothian itself; a visit to Glasgow; and then
back in the same manner. What made it historic was not merely
the force and scale of Gladstone's eloquence, but the fact that
before him it had never been the etiquette for leading British
statesmen to 'stump the country' in that fashion. Queen Vic-
toria was scandalized at the innovation. But though Beacons-
field abstained from following suit, it was, of course, the natural
corollary of the franchise-widening which he himself had carried.
There was now a marked reunion of liberal forces. But the
conservatives were far from realizing how the tide flowed. A
by-election at Liverpool had raised their spirits; and after the
famous barrister, Sir Edward Clarke, won another for them at
Southwark, the Prime Minister judged it opportune (8 March
1880) to announce a dissolution, making Irish Home Rule his
main issue. Gladstone followed with his second Midlothian
Campaign; and most of the polls were declared in the first week
of April. With economic discontent and the Irish vote both on
their side, the liberals swept the board. Their majority in the
new house of commons was 137 over the conservatives, the Irish
nationalists winning 65 seats as a third party. Both Queen Vic-
toria and Lord Beaconsfield were sincerely surprised; a circum-
stance which Shows how little the workings of a democratic
electorate had yet come to be understood.
Without meeting the new parliament the conservative cabinet
resigned. To its foes the defeat of the Beaconsfield system was
like a victory over forces of darkness. Gladstone wrote to the
duke of Argyll that it had 'given joy to the large majority of the
civilized world'.1 Radical Morley wrote to radical Chamberlain
'I only now begin to realize what a horrid and dismal time we
have had for the last four years'.2 But perhaps it was less a
system than it seemed. Lord Salisbury, in a private confidence,
criticized the record of his late chief.3 He described him as *a
man who, with all his great qualities, was unable to decide a
general principle of action, or to ensure that when decided on
it should be carried out by his subordinates', ancl *a statesman
whose only final political principle was that the Party must on
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